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All 42.6 (7.6-82.2) 10.4 (1.6-37.6) 34.2 (8.8-76.1)
. . . priors 11.3 (0.1-72.9) 12.0 (1.8-51.2) 48.6 (13.2-92.4)
Starbursts 10.9 (4.0-31.7) 2.1 (1.2-14.3) 81.3 (63.8-91.6)
. . . priors 0.1 (0.0-1.3) 4.3 (0.7-19.8) 93.3 (79.2-97.3)
LINER1 23.6 (9.8-73.4) 16.6 (10.3-41.2) 34.2 (14.6-75.1)
. . . priors 6.4 (0.6-36.7) 24.3 (16.2-60.4) 40.1 (22.2-74.3)
LINER2 20.7 (4.0-53.2) 29.4 (1.6-71.6) 40.5 (13.2-69.0)
. . . priors 3.5 (0.1-24.0) 36.0 (1.8-76.7) 51.6 (17.9-85.3)
Seyfert1 81.4 (77.1-86.8) 12.5 (6.4-16.1) 8.8 (5.2-9.4)
. . . priors 77.2 (70.5-82.2) 14.3 (11.4-16.6) 9.4 (6.1-15.2)
Seyfert 2 76.7 (46.7-88.8) 8.1 (2.4-13.4) 14.3 (7.6-45.8)
. . . priors 58.2 (23.0-80.2) 10.9 (4.1-16.2) 30.7 (12.0-57.9)
Table 6. A nity Propagation (AP) clustering method overall results. Note that the confidence levels computed for the median values are the
percentiles 25-75%; they are not an error on the estimates.
Group Representative Median Morph. Slit width
member of the group log(pc)
log(Lbol) Ctorus log(Lbol) Ctorus
1 40.8 1.3 40.5 (40.1,41.3) 0.6 (0,1.4) 2 (0,5) 2.6 (2.4,2.8)
2 42.1 18.5 42.5 (41.9,43.0) 18.8 (14.1,23.0) 1 (-1,3) 2.8 (2.6,3.1)
3 42.6 39.8 43.5 (43.0,43.7) 41.2 (37.4,43.9) 2 (-3,2) 3.1 (2.9,3.4)
4 43.7 58.8 43.5 (43.2, 43.7) 60.6 (57.4,64.8) 1 (0,1) 2.8 (2.7,3.0)
5 44.1 78.0 44.0 (43.3,45.0) 78.4 (74.9,82.3) 1(-2,4) 3.0 (2.7,3.2)
Table 7. Parameters of the Clumpy models obtained using the code BayesClumpy. Note that Group 1 was not fitted. We did not find a good fit for
Group 2 (see text).We have also fitted the average spectrum of type-1 and type-2 Seyferts included in Group 5 (see text).
Param. Group 3 Group 4 Group 5
(Ctorus) (40%) (60%) (80%)
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Rin(pc) 0.025 0.089 0.14 0.14 0.14
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A limit for the Clumpy 
torus to stop working 
Lbol~1042 erg/s?
see also  














Caveat: The host is still an uncertain contamination at 
these low-luminosities. MIRI/JWST!~50 times the 
sensitivity and 7 times the angular resolution of Spitzer
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